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Tirte “ VETERINARY.” 


Since the Court of Appeal decided that the use of the 
term “ Veterinary Forge” was a Cescription infringing 
the Veterinary Surgeons Act 1881, persons other than 
farriers have been notified that they must not use the 
word “ Veterinary.” In various parts of the kingdom 
chemists and druggists sell medicines for horses and 
cattle. Some are satisfied to do so without assuming 
any special skill, They supply any drugs asked for, or 
they supply preparations made in accordance with 
formule which they have copied from books or news- 
papers. Clearly such sales are legal. If owners of stock 
are willing to risk their animals lives or health, there is 
nothing to prevent the local chemist or even the green- 
grocer selling compounds of which they know little for 
diseases of which they kuow less. So long as a man con- 
fines his attention to selling medicines for horses or 
eattle the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons cannot 
object, When he sells medicines for animals under any 
description which implies special veterinary skill, then 
the College should object. Why does a druggist use the 
description “ Veterinary ”’ instead of equine or canine as 
applied to his nostrums / There can only be one reason— 
to imply special knewledge—and this is against the 
letter and spirit of the Veterinary Surgeons Act. 

ff a farrier may not use the term “ Veterinary 
Forge,” we argue, a druggist may not describe him- 
self as a“ Veterinary ” Chemist. The word Veterinary 
has a definite significance in connection with animals 
either as descriptive of a system of shoeing or of the prac- 
tice of dispensing or prescribing medicines. This definite 
Significance can only suggest that the user possesses 
F ca skill such as is acknowledged to be a mark of the 

éterinary Surgeon. 

The accepted organ of the chemists and druggists 
ppreciates the position of its supporters and has taken 
up their cause. It claims that druggists have a right to 
describe themselves as “ Veterinary.” It says “It is a 

| matter of some importance to the trade as a body to pre- 
| serve the right hitherto unquestioned of using the word 
2 Veterinary” in such ways as shall not imply the 
ae of a veterinary surgeon’s qualification, but 
indicate the sale of horse and cattle medicines.” 
be © not question the importance to the trade ; on the 
; contrary we acknowledge that the use of the word 
‘ Veterinary ”” is good business. To use our professional 
aa without the trouble and expense of study or 
hold oe is clearly a valuable right—if legal. We 
not legal, and that if “ Veterinary Chemist 
cae only a vendor of “horse and cattle medicines ” 
impli Gist would adopt it. It is because they know it 
Pies more that they use it, and it is for this reason we 
ject to its employment, 
another page will be found three extracts from The 
trade = Druggist which explain fully the view of the 
ourt, an re Propose to have a case stated for the High 
With the Rowen & more or less friendly co-operation 
Me no reas.) College to have the point decided. We 
. but of eonnn why this challenge should not be accepted, 
. urse the first difficulty is to get a case. The 
Weakest will not expect us to join issue upon the 
» *xample of infringement. We are in no hurry, 


and shall utilize the first good case we can find. A 
settlement of the poi -t will be facilitated by practitioners 
forwarding to the Secretary at Red Lion Square all 
offences they may observe in which the word “ veterinary” 
is wrongfully used. 


Tue New Cuarrer. 


We publish this week a report of a recent meeting of 
Council, called to consider the protest lodged by Sir 
Henry Simpson against the grant of a new charter. It 
is instructive reading, and no part of it deserves closer 
attention than the letter sent by Sir Henry to the 
President. This letter exhibits at once the strength and 
weakness of the writer—the cleverness with which he 
puts his points to the uninformed, and the arrogance 
with which he attempts to direct the Council. The task 
of replying to the protest was left to the Solicitor, and 
we cannot publish it as it was thought by the Council 
to be more respectful to the Privy Council to submit the 
document to them before making it public. To our mind 
it is a most thorough and crushing reply, and we shall 
be surprised if it does not conclusively prove to the Privy 
Council that the objections to our prayer are trivial and 
incapable of being sustained. 

Towards the end of the meeting Sir H. Simpson and the 
President had the proceedings mostly to themselves, and 
their discussion resulted in clearing up much that was 
obscure. The greatest difficulty was to discover what the 
real objections were, and it is satisfactory to know that 
they are not very serious. In answer to the President 
Sir H. Simpson said “as regards the Existing Practitioner 
it resolves itself into the five years””—in other words, the 
only objection to the Charter the existing practitioner 
has is that no provision is made for every member of 
Council having had his diploma five years. This objec- 
tion is met by the well known fact that no man has ever 
been elected, or is ever likely to be elected who has not 
had his diploma fifteen years. The only other objection 
suggested is one credited to the Fellows. It is that the 
money paid by Fellows to the College shuuld be “set 
apart for scientific research.” This is altogether too 
brilliant, for noone has yet accused the Fellows of any 
special scientific abilities, and funds entrusted to them 
for such purpose would be useless, unless they employed 
the Members to carry out the work. Just fancy, if pos- 
sible, Sir Henry Simpson, F.R.C.V.S., collecting funds 
for John McFadyean, M.R.C.V.S., to utilise! One more 
demand Sir Henry made m the name of the Fellows— 
permission to meet at Red Lion Square and formulate 
their requirements. As everyone knows they can do this 
whenever they like to take the trouble. Why do they 
not meet ? Because they would certainly not agree among 
themselves on any obstruction to the proposed Charter. 


An EXPLANATION, 


We much regret to have to acknowledge a mistake in 
last week’s Record. Professor 
a signatory of a letter signed by a uumber of candi- 
for Fla as Councilmen, Professor McCall did 
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not sign that letter but preferred to state his views 
separately. Practically no harm was done by our mistake 
as the professor’s letter covers all the ground of the joint 
letter, and his candidature is approved by every one 
interested in our professional progress. 


V. M. Assocrarions. 


Space prevents us this week publishing the reports of 
a numberof Associations. We greatly regret this, as they 
are unanimously in favour of those candidates who desire 
the speedy approval of our new Charter. The North of 
England, the Border Counties, the West of England, the 
Central, the Lincolnshire, the Yorkshire, and the 
ann Counties, all approve the progressive candi- 

tes. 


CASES AND ARTICLES 


STRANGULATED SCROTAL HERNIA. 
By Harry Barrett, M.R.C.V.S. 


During last May and June I was sent fur three 
separate times to Mr. William Drackley’s, Burton 
House, Hinckley, to attend a valuable yearling cart 
colt which was suffering from strangulated scrotal 
hernia. On each of these occasions I threw and 
chloroformed him, and returned the gut. After the 
last operation for about a week he was very dull 
and would not eat, but would drink any amount of 
milk, vf which he had a liberal supply for a month. 
By this time he had much improved, and was turned 
out to grass. 

I did not see the colt again until the 21st inst. 
when about 6 p.m. Mr. Drackley’s son came and 
said the colt was bad again, would I attend at once. 
On my arrival I found him in a loose box, sweating, 
and in great pain, which on examination I found 
was due to strangulated scrotal hernia of the near 
side, and judging from its enormous size it had no 
doubt been in that condition for some hours. The 
colt had grown very much and was in grand condi- 
tion, as the owner had been getting him fit for the 
show yard, and in my opinion he would have been 
hard to beat. I had him led into a field, where I 
threw him with ropes and chloroformed him. then 
placed him on his back and had him held in that 
position. [tried to return the gut by putting my 
right hand into his rectum and manipulated the 
strangulated intestine with my left, but owing to its 
enormous size neither my assistant nor myself could 
return it, although we tried for twenty minutes. I 
then pulled his near hind foot up to his shoulder with 
the ropes (same way you would fasten a rig to cas- 
trate), in so doing | could get at the inguinal canal 
much more easily, and in about fifteen minutes 
succeeded in my operation. After liberating him he 
lay perfectly quiet on his off side for a considerable 
time, then he got up and was taken to his box, when 
he at once showed signs of pain, to relieve which I 
gave an anodyne ball. On returning to him in an 
hour’s time I found him with his head in the corner 
of the box, pawing with his fore feet, sweating, 
mucous membrane slightly injected, hurried pulse 
and respiration. I remained with him all night, 
giving several subcutaneous injections of morphine 


two grains, atropine { grain, laxative medicines, 
clysters of warm water, and at owner’s request | 
bled him. But after all this treatment he stil] 
showed signs of pain by standing in a corner and 
pawing. At 4 a.m. his pulse was 100, respiration 
66, temperature 103. 

{ came to the conclusion that the bowel which 
had been strangulated was mortified. I did all in 
my power to relieve the pain, but without success, 
and about 4 p.m. he died in great agony. 

Post-mortem next morning. On opening abdomen 
a great quantity of bloody fluid rushed out. After 
a thorough examination I found the stomach 
ruptured, tbe omentum lacerated, and a quantity of 
escaped contents of stomach eatangled in its 
meshes. 

In my opinion rupture was caused by throwing 
him, although it was done with the utmost care, as 
I remarked at the time on the danger of throwing 
on a full stomach. I found the bowel which had 
been strangulated, almost its normal size. 


ANOTHER APPEAL TO THE EXISTING 
PRACTITIONER. 
Sir, 
I am very much obliged for the numerous letters of 
thanks which I have received from the Existing Practi- 
tioners of Veterinary Surgery, and I regret extremely I 
cannot have the pleasure of answering them individually. 

I have received 384 replies to my enquiry, and nearly 
all of taem are in favour of five years’ experience in 
practice to qualify for Membership of the Council of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, but some think 
that ten years ought to be insisted on to perform such 
important duties as making rules for your professional 
conduct, and striking you off the Register. 

I attended at a Council Meeting of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons on the 31st ult., and stated the 
result of my enquiry, and am glad to assure you there : 
a disposition on the part of some of the Council to = 
your views, which, taken generally, are that a man shi 
not serve on the Council until he has been in practice 
for five years. 

I have been invited since that meeting to lay ef 
views respecting the Charter before the Privy 
and I will take care your opinions are made known there, 
and I hope the New Charter will make five years oe 
perience in practice compulsory for Candidates for 
Council the same as it has been since 1886. iss 

To numerous enquiries about the changes contemp : : 
by the New Charter, I wish to say that nothing 7 P 
the attempt to alter the limit of age for the eso 
any way affects the Existing Practitioners of Vete 
intended to discuss at the next meeting 
Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeo! 
following resolution:— 

That steps be taken by this Council to a iat of Exist 

those persons whose names rgeons’ Ach 
Surgeon. 
And this is brought forward by a 
the party which says that no limit of a 
experience is necessary for the Couucil. Existing Practi- 
feel satistied, however, that now the = be quietly 
tioners have made a stir, the resolution es os tt for 
shelved until this agitation is over, or, © 
ever. Believe me, IMPSON. 
April 4th. 


scertain whether 


f 
rominent member 
age and no practl 


i 
‘| | 
“i 
| 
| 


April 9, 1892. 


THE VETERINARY RECORD. 535 


Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. 


A Special Meeting of the Council was held on Thurs- 
day, the 31st ult., at 10 Red Lion Square, Bloomsbury, 
for the purpose of considering the following protest 
lodged by Sir Henry Simpson against the grant of the 
Supplemental Charter, and the answer to be made 
thereto 

(1) I protest against the granting of this Supple- 
mental Royal Charter on the ground that it is contrary 
to the true intent and meaning of the Veterinary 
Surgeons’ Act, 1881, which settled the status and rights 


(a) Existing Practitioners of Veterinary Surgery. 

(6) Members of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons. 

(c) Fellows of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons, 

(2) I protest against any privileges granted by the 
Veterinary Surgeons’ Act, 1881, and Royal Charters 
being altered in any respect, unless the parties interested 
first have submitted to them a clear statement in writing 
of their privileges and the manner it is proposed to deal 
with the same. 

(3) I protest against any of the capital sum of £6891 
3s., contributed, as per Schedule annexed, by existing 
Practitioners and Fellows, being applied hereafter to the 
purposes of the said Royal College, either for promoting 
a Supplemental Charter, or for current expenses, or for 
any other purpose (pending a decision on this protest) 
than that of providing funds to enable the Fellows and 
= Practitioners to take means to maintain their 
rights, 

WINpsor ; (Signed) HENRY SIMPSON. 

March 1st, 1892. 


The Prestpent, Coronet Lampert, U.B., occupied the 
chair, and there were present beside, Prof. Penberthy, 
Sir Henry Simpson, and Messrs. Barford, Edgar, Fraser, 
Wm. Hunting, Kidd, Mason, Mulvey, Raymond, Jas. F. 
Simpson, Trigger, Wheatley, Wragg, A. W. Hill (Secre- 
tary), G. Thatcher (Solicitor). 

The SzcrETany read the notice convening the meeting. 

The minutes of the previous meeting, on the motion 
of Mr. Frasgr, seconded by Mr. Mason, were taken as 
read and confirmed. 

The Secretary said he had received letters from the 
following gentlemen regretting their inability to attend 
the meeting: Messrs. Walley, Fleming, Brown, Whittle, 
Taylor, and Nisbet. 
ylatters were read from Sir Henry Selwin-Ibbetson, M.P., 

seount Curzon, M.P., the Rt. Hon. George Cubitt, M.P., 
and the Hon. George Lambert, M.P., on behalf of some 

their constituents who were registerred practitioners, 
5 ing how their interests would be affected by the 
upplemental Charter. 

Sir Henry Simpson asked if any letters had been 
"ecelved from Sir Charles Fraser and Mr. Mount. 
ann Presipent said he had received a letter from Sir 
him s Fraser’s private secretary, but it was written to 

Privately as a friend, and not in his capacity of 
dent of the College. It asked him how the interests 
naar practitioners would be affected by the Supple- 
“ital Charter. He had replied to that letter in his 
Capacity. 
it Henry Simpson said he had met Sir Charles 
men aud Mr. Mount, the Member for Bucks, and it 
leten that Sir Charles Fraser should write to Col. 
should a President of the College, and that Mr. Mount 
await the reply. 


A letter was read from the Privy Council from which 
it appeared that twenty-three protests and requests had 
been received from the Fellows of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons with reference to the clauses which 
altered the privileges granted them by the Supplemental 
Charter of 1876. 

A Letter dated 30th March, 1892, from Sir Henry 
Simpson to the President is as follows :— 


Gorvon Hovusz, WINpsor, 
March 30th, 1892. 
Dear Mg. PRESIDENT, 

Referring to my protest, which it is the business of the 
Council to discuss to-morrow, I beg to inform you I have 
been invited by Sir William Hart-Dyke, the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Privy Council, to raise a legal point by a 
formal protest in order that the opinion of the Law 
Officers of the Crown may be taken. I do not think 
therefore that the Council need discuss the legal ques- 
tions in my protest. 

I am aware that certain communications have been 
made to you by Members of Parliament and others re- 
garding the Existing Practitioners of Veterinary Sur- 
gery, which you will, I feel sure, desire to submit to the 
Council. 

Regarding the enquiries addressed to the Existing 
Practitioners (See enclosure 1) 85 per cent. avswered the 
first question in the affirmative, and some of the re- 
mainder stipulate for ten years, the period required in 
the medical profession being twenty years. As to ques- 
tions 2, 3 and 4, there is almost complete unanimity, not 
one per cent, answering in the negative. Many state 
they will not incur any expense, and there is denuncia- 
tion of the action of one gentleman on this Council for 
attempting to deprive them of the title of Veterinary 
Surgeon. 

Of the Fellows of the Royal College who have written 
to me on the subject of the Charter, in answer to my 
enquiry, 20 per cent. are satisfied with the Charter as it 
now lies at the Privy Council Office. 67} per cent. are 
not satisfied, and desire certain modifications, and 12} 
per cent. are neuter, but some of these deplore the move- 
ment for a Charter. 

They have been sent to the Privy Council Office, signed 
by the Fellows of the Royal College, since my protest 
has been published, 16 protests in reference to the Sup- 
plemental Charter in the forms herewith (see enclosure 
2 and 3), and the signatures are those of some of the 
highest repute in the profession, holding or having held 
rank as teachers, examiners, members of the Council, and 
presidents of the Council. 

The Council has now to meet public opinion, the pro- 
tests and requests handed in to the Privy Council, and 
the clearly expressed dissatisfaction with the Charter of 
over 300 Fellows and Existing Practitioners now enrolled 
on the Register of Veterinary Surgeons. 

I submit that to attempt to carry the Charter as now 
drawn, by the light of the facts I lay before you, is to 
court defeat and humiliation, and I venture to further 
submit, as I have done more than once already, that the 
time has arrived for a Conference with a view to an agree- 

ent. 
" If the Council will agree, in reference to my protest, 
to furnish full particulars to Fellows and Existing Prac- 
titioners in a manner approved by the Privy Council, 
and will further undertake to reimburse out-of-pocket 
expenses to those who have up to the present time dis- 
sented from the Charter as now drawn, in regard to an 
action necessarily taken, or to be taken, by them, | sha 
be satisfied on that part of my protest. Jt may be said 
of all the enquiries hitherto made, that they have been 
issued by partisans, not one having been issued by the 
authority of the Council. ' 
If an arrangement is arrived at after my protest is 
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dealt with in the manner I suggest, all parties interested 
could join in a request to the Privy Council to take no 
action in Committee pending a Conference. 
Believe me, Mr. President, 
Yours very faithfully, 
Henry Simpson. 
Col. Lambert, C.B., 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 
High Holborn, W.C. 


(ENCLOSURE No. 1.) 


1.—Do you desire that the Council of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons shall be composed of men 
who have been not less than five years in practice ? 
2.—Do you wish to be informed by the Council of any 
change it is contemplated to make in the constitu- 
tion of the Council ? 
3.—Do you desire that from Funds contributed by you 
in fees for Registration to the Royal College there 
should be allowed a sum for reasonable expenses for 
your case to be laid before the Privy Council ? 
4,—Will you sign a memorial (if asked to do so) prayin 
the Privy Council to take the case of the Registere 
Practitioner into consideration before granting a 
Supplemental Charter ? 
Signature 
Address 
Date 


(ENCLOSURE No. 2.) 


: B a Fellow of the Royal Col- 
lege of Veterinary Surgeons, protest against the Supple- 
mental Royal Charter being granted to the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons in its present form. 

I desire that some modification should be made in the 
clauses which alter the privileges granted to the Fellows 
of the said Royal College by the Supplemental Royal 
Charter of 1876. 

I desire that a representative of the Fellows of the said 
Royal College should be heard before the Committee of 
Her Majesty’s Most Honouroble Privy Council, to whom 
the matter is referred. 

Signature 
Address 
Date 


(ENCLOSURE No. 3.) 


I, . a Fellow of the Royal Col- 
lege of Veterinary Surgeons, desire that some modifica- 
tion should be made in the clauses which alter the 
ay granted to the Fellows of the said Royal College 

y the Supplemental Royal Charter of 1876. 

I desire that a representative of the Fellows of the said 
Royal College should be heard before the Committee of 
Her Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Council to whom 
the matter is referred. 

Signature 
Address 
Date 


The Prestpenr :—I will now ask Mr. Thatcher to say 
what the rights of Fellows and existing Practitioners are 
ra which we will proceed to the discussion of the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. TuatcuEr :—I suppose to a great extent In 
hardly trouble myself with gaidtionis ts to the rights af 
Fellows as they are tolerably well known, I beg to re- 
mind you that before the Charter of 1844 there was, if I 
may say so, no distinction between the educated mem- 
bers of the profession and the non-educated. When that 
charter was passed it gave certain persons the right to 
pass examinations, they became members, and had the 
right to call themselves Veterin Surgeons in contra- 
distinction to other people, at all events they then be- 


came members of the Royal College of Veterinary Sur. 
geons. Examinations had to be passed and diplomas 
were granted. That state of things went on until 187¢ 
when the new class called Fellows came into existence. 
First the Fellows were appointed by election by their 
own brother members, but Fellows after that had to 
fulfil certain requirements--they were members in the 
first instance—they had to be 26 years of age, they had 
to be recommended by three other Fellows, they had to 

an examination and pay a fee of 15 guineas. Hay- 


ing done that they became Fellows. In the Charter of 


1876 we find that these Fellows have exclusive privileges 


granted tothem. They had the sole right of being ex- 


aminers and the sole right of being Members of Council. 


Then we go on until the year 1881, and then comes into. 


existence another class of men—registered practitioners, 
and it is with these that I desire more particularly to 
deal in the present instance, because I think there is 
some misunderstanding as to what their rights really 
are. I need hardly tell you that registered practitioners 
were men who had been in practice continuously for five 
years before the passing of the Veterinary Surgeons’ Act 
of 1881 and these men were entitled, on proof of that 
fact, to be put on a separate register, but they were in no 
way to be considered as Members of the College. They 
were to have none of the rights and privileges of mem- 
bers of the College; in fact we find that the 4th sub- 
section of Clause 15 is most particular about that. “No 
person registered under this section shall be deemed to be 
a member of the said Royal College within the said char: 
ters and this Act.” We have to consider how the rights 
of existing practitioners have been affected by the present 
Supplemental Charter. What is asked for by the present 
Charter is that fur the future the Council is to be com- 
posed of members, not Fellows only—as before elected by 
the general body of the profession. I do not know, be- 
cause the protest is silent upon the point, what the rights. 
aimed at are thought to be by the existing practitioners 
but I have seen the letter and I will endeavour to 
address myself to it. It is said that at the time of the 
passing of the Veterinary Surgeons’ Act, 1881, these 
registered practitioners, would of course, be subject to the 
same penalties as veterinary surgeons themselves in case 
of misbehaviour, and if a person does what he ought not 
he is liable to be judged in the first place by a tribunal 
constituted originally by the Charter of 1876 and 
confirmed by the Act of 1881—that tribunal being 
the Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons 
But before he comes before that tribunal at all, 
sub-section seven of the Act says that the case is to be 
enquired into by a Committee. “ The Council of the said 
Royal College shall, for the purpose of exercising in any 
case the power of removing a name from or restoring 4 
name to the Register of Veterinary Surgeons, ascertain 
the facts of the case by a Committee of the Council. 
That Committee has to summon the person, the person 
has a right of being heard, and, upon the report of that 
Committee he would have, as I suppose, the right of 
being heard again before the Council. But the thing 
does not stop there. If he is dissatisfied with that he 
has a fresh right of appeal, and here I will point — 
you a very remarkable distinction between our Act of 
Parliament and the Medical Act. According to the 
Medical Act a man has no right of appeal ; the a 
of the Council is absolute, and there is an end of it; ' 
here a safe guard is put. If a person 1s dissatisfied | e 
has the right of appeal to the Privy Council, and t “J 
will go into the facts, and, according to their —_—-, 
will be judged. But it is said “ Oh, but the rights 0 
existing practitioners are interfered with because you a 


going to have another tribunal.” Gentlemen, I 1876 
point out to you Clause IX of the Charter of lt nat 
Remember that the Veterinary Surgeons’ Act came 1D 

operation, I think, on the 1st January, 1883. 


The clause 
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which gave the exclusive right to Fellows to sit on the 
Council did not come into operation until 1886, so that 
we find that at the time of the passing of the Veterinary 
Surgeons’ Act the Council and tribunal before whom the 
existing practitioners or members of the College would 
have to go would be people elected from the general body 
of members of the body corporate. So that I fail to see 
how the rights of the existing practitioner are interfered 
with. I know what rights they got by the Act, and some 
very valuable and important ones, viz.: they had the 
right to practice in contradistinction to many other 
intelligent men, but who I do not say were so well quali- 
fied as themselves, but, at all events, they had the status 
given to them which they never had before, and a most 
valuable and exclusive privilege. So that I fail to see 
how our present Charter, in any way, interferes with the 
rights of existing practitioners. With regard to the 
rights of the Fellows the whole thing has been put be- 
fore them. One-sixth of the whole number is on this 
Council Board, and they all seem to have acquiesced in it 
until now, when we are told there are two or three dissen- 
tients. But there is one point I wish to raise here, viz. : 
that the time limited by the advertisement for these pro- 
tests to be sent in was the 9th March whereas, up to 
that date, only one protest came in. Whether these 
later protests are regular or not I do not know, and I 
suppose it will be necessary for legal gentlemen to fight 
itout should the necessity arise. These other protests 
have come in since,and I think it may be taken asa 
general consensus of opinion of the Fellows that, having 
their rights laid before them by a copy of the Petition, 
they have been able to judge for themselves and to have 
acquiesced in it. 

The Presipent :—Perhaps Sir Henry Simpson will 
give us his views. 

Sin Henxy Stmpson :—I am only come here to be an 
attentive listener. I am very much obliged to Mr. 
Thatcher for the able and teniperate way in which he has 
submitted the matter to the Council. There are only 
two matters on which he did not enlighten us, and if he 
will do that he will add to the gratitude I feel towards 
him. One matter is with regard to the privilege of the 
fellows. Undoubtedly the Fellows have, at the present 
moment, the privilege of handling their own funds, and 
nothing is said in the very probable event of theie being a 
majority of members on this Council who are uot 
Fellows. As to the disposal of the funds—who is to 
dispose of them? The other matter is with regard to 
‘xisting practitioners—the right of this Council to make 
rules for their future professional conduct. That has not 
been alluded to at ali. Undoubtedly we lave a very 
great power in our hands to make rules for professioual 
conduct, and if we make such rules the existing practi- 


lioners are liable. They are on the Register aud subject 
to the rules, 


Mr. Toarcuer :—With regard to making rules for pro- | 


aonal conduct we must look at the Members. We 
fa the Register, at the present time, 2,800 Members 
mine Vollege, and we have something like 800 on the 
Register ; so that when we make 
Surel el will apply to one section as well as another. 
Hn a il we judge our own members severely the regis- 
pee Wrctitionsr cannot complain for he is served in the 
tends 1. . With regard to the objection raised as to the 
ellow pov confess that I cannot understand it. ‘The 
4 my obtain certain privileges. They have to pay a 
- examination, but it does nut seem to me that what 
a ve contributed to the common stock, if | may say 
». “ily more their property than it is of the whole 
ee I look upon it in this way, that the 
propert Pea eis in stock and in this building is the 
» the Fal © body corporate, and I cannot recognise 
ellows, for instauce, have a mortgage or special 
8° upon this building, 


Mr. Mutvey :—It seems to me that the whole question 
turns on the funds—who is to handle them, and what is 
to be done with them! Mr. Thatcher has gone so ably 
into the protest that very little remains to be said. There 
is one thing, however, I should like to reiterate, and that 
is with reference to the arrangement which Sir Henry 
Simpson alleges to have taken place with some Member 
of Parliament. If that conversation took place, and I 
have no reason to doubt it, it seems very strange that for 
five years registered practitioners were subject to a 
tribunal composed both of Members and Fellows, and 
that after that time they should be excluded from it. 
For that five years the members were equal on the 
Council with the Fellows, so that it seems to me that 
such a conversation having taken place almost contradicts 
itself. Then, with regard to the rights sought to be 
taken away from the Fellows. Sir Henry Simpson now 
is posing as the champion of the rights of the Fellows, 
but it is not so very long since he was on the other tack. 
I should like to point out some remarks that he made a 
few years ago with reference to having this very clause 
rescinded. [In 1885 Sir Henry Simpson said, “ His own 
idea when he was asked about being a Fellow was first to 
see the company he was going to keep, and he must say 
that he thought the clause which enabled so many men 
to be pitched in as Fellows was too wide. 1t let too many 
in; and young men who were looking about to see how 
they could raise themselves in the profession did not feel 
that they could do so by associating themselves with 
many who were enjoying the Fellowship degree, because 
they had been fifteen years in practice. He was not 
speaking disparagingly of many who were Fellows but of 
others who were elected simply because they had been 
that time in the profession. Unless the Fellowship 
degree gave additional status, it was not worth the fifteen 
guineas they had to pay for it. Of course there were so 
many Fellows and there they would remain ; but he had 
tried to look a little further ahead even than his brother 
or their Treasurer, viz.: fifteen years from the start.” (It 
is not fifteen years since the Fellowship degree was 
instituted). ‘At the present rate there would then have 
been not more than seventy men examined for the 
Fellowship degree, and not more than half would be 
eligible for members of Council, or thirty-five to select 
from plus the men who were put on because they had 
served fifteen years and would then have served at least 
thirty years. Could they consent to that! No, 
If they did not agitate now they clearly must submit 
to that hereafter. He did not think any Fellow on the 
Council who had given the matter consideration could 
take any other view than their worthy Fellow Mr. Lep- 
per had taken that day; and he believed that if the 
matter was represented to the Council some steps would 
be taken. Some steps must be taken to do justice to 
the very large majority of the profession. Now-a days 
in Imperial matters we went in for direct representation 
of the masses, but their Council were going to do the 
very opposite and limit their selections of men to a very 
few, instead of the members being able to select from the 
whole profession. Nine-tenths or more would be barred 
from being examiners, or from being Members of the 
Council if the clause stood.” On July 31st Sir Henry 
Simpson said “what the various Veterinary Medical 
Associations thought of this matter was much the same as 
the propelling power which influenced the government 
of the country. What the Veteriuary Medical Associa- 
tions throughout the kingdom thought was really the 
impetus that moved the Council of the R.C.V.S. 
Personally he would use his utmost exertions to secure 
the legitimate right of every man who is a member of the 
College being eligible to sit upon the Council. By the 
Charter of 1844 all members were eligible for a seat, and 
they did think it very hard that they should be deprived of 


their rights almost without discussion.” That was in 1885. 
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The Prestp—ent:—May 1 ask from what you are 
reading 

Mr. Mutvey:—From the Veterinarian for the year 
1885. It is simply taken verbatim from that paper. 
Not much time has elaspsed since then, and now Sir 
Henry Simpson has discovered that he was mistaken, I 
suppose. I think after the very elaborate way in which 
Mr. Thatcher has dealt with the subject, I need say no 
more. 

Mr. Kipp:—There is one question I should like to 
ask Sir Henry Simpson. He says in his circulars that 
he has sent letters to Mr. Mulvey, asking him to call a 
meeting and make some concessions. What are these 
concessions which Sir Henry would like to be made ? 

The Preswent:—If Sir Henry Simpson does not 
object to state that it would help materially to elucidate 
the subject. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—I do not think it is desirable for 
me to answer every speech as it is made. I shall be 
delighted to reply, but I should like to hear what other 
gentlemen have to say first. 

Mr. Huntine:—There seems to me to be two things 
before us to-day, one, the protest which Sir Henry 
Simpson has sent tothe Privy Council, and the other the 
letter which he has addressed to the President. This I 
expected would be an elucidatory ducument, but it only 
adds to the mystery which I believe is wilfully put into 
the protest. Sir Henry Simpson just now declined to 
answer a question, which everyone here has been waiting 
for, which everyone here knows would clear up the diffi- 
culty, but which everyone knows would also be a tactical 
mistake on his part to give just now. If this were a 
rival camp—if we were active enemies, I could quite 
understand one party taking every tactical and strategical 
advantage of another, but in a body like this, where we 
are all endeavouring, I believe, to do what is best for the 
profession, I do not understand a man falling back upon 
these tactical and strategical dodges, which, I believe, 
are put here to give him an advantage where he has no 
right to have it. In the first place, the protest is so 
worded as to positively and wilfully deceive anybody 
ignorant of the subject who reads it. ‘his protest rakes 
up the existing practitioner and pits him against the 
veterinary surgeon wilfully and groundlessly so as to 
raise a sort of appearance of a grievance. This is one of 
the most outrageous things in this most outrageous op- 
position. There: is a combination of the Fellow and the 
existing practitioner for what? So as to combine the 
intelligence and the influence of the few Fellows, with 
the numbers and fears of existing practitioners. It is said 
there are 300 opponents to the Charter—300 what? 300 
existing practitioners and Fellows. That means perhaps 
two Fellows and the rest existing practitioners ; and it 
certainly means that everyone of the existing practitioners 
knows nothing of what he has signed or of what he com- 
plains, but is mislead by the wilful attempt of Sir Henry 
Simpson to mislead him. [I say this is one of the most 
potent possibilities of disruption which this profession 
has ever experienced, and, if one did not know otherwise, 
one could hardly believe that it was not done with the 
intention of disrupting the profession. Suggestio falsi 
and suppressio veri are the whole basis of the thing. 

Now let us read this other document-—this letter to the 
President. What does it suggest / It has almost the royal 
tone of a Queen’s speech. It is an address to the pro- 
fession—by whom? By a man who poses as a separate 
integer of the profession. There are, one might suppose, 
2,800 members and—Sir Henry Simpson in this profession. 
He represents himself and anybody who chooses to follow 
him and take his gracious advice. In the first paragraph 
he advises us to let the legal question alone. Well, we 
are all weak, we are all afraid of the lawyer, but what is 
the legal question? Why another bogey to frighten the 
existing practitioner and to terrify this Council. But I 


do not think this Council will be terrified. Let us pass. 
to the next paragraph, “ I am aware that certain communi- 
cations have been made” and so on. is that? 
Another attempt to terrify the President, an attempt to 


insinuate that the President would keep them back if 


Sir Henry did not say they were known. Then the next 
paragraph—in the same tortuous style you will find a 
reference to percentages. Percentages of what? Per- 
centages of replies to circulars sent out by him? Are they 
from the small handful of men that he could personally 
influence, or the 800 or 900 existing practitioners? He 
does not tell us. Percentage means nothing unless we 
have the full returns. The next paragraph refers to the 
Fellows of the Royal College. There again we find per- 
centages marshalled against us. What are the percentages. 
founded upon? We are not told whether they relate to 
the number of Fellows or the number of cards sent out, 
or to the number of replies received. These percentages 
are valueless. [ know that in other replies of the Fellows, 
the percentages are exactly the opposite in reference to 
similar questions. Now about the 16 protests which are 
referred to in the next paragraph—the 16 protests which 
have been sent by Fellows. We do not know who they 
are, but we do know who drew up the circular, because 
here again you have that same mysterious vagueness 
which gives you nothing to take hold of, and only stirs 
up strife, and attempts to enlist the sympathies of men 
who know nothing about the matter. The only effect 
of these things is to block the Charter ; not to contradict 
it, not to show where it is wrong or how it may he al- 
tered, but to block it. The words of the two protests are 
a little altered, but there is the same mysterious and in- 
definite paragraph which appeals to the Privy Council 
who do not understand the question. Now the difficulty 
is this. We can answer the Privy Council and any 
question they like to ask, but these letters and protests 
are sent broad-cast to every existing practitioner in the 
country, and they, in their very natural fear of being in- 
terfered with, send them to a member of Parliament. 
The member of Parliament immediately brings his in- 
fluence to bear upon the Government. You do not think 
the Government care very much about the veterinary 
profession—I mean comparatively. In the direction of 
the British Empire, the internal working of the veterinary 
profession or even its relations to the existing practitioner 
is a small matter, and if there is the slightest awkwardness 
on the part of a member or two on the opposition side, 
the Government would throw this, or half-a-dozen 
charters over. Therefore I cannot but admire the in- 
genuity whilst I detest the method which has guided er 
opposition. The next paragraph we come to says 
submit that to attempt to carry the Charter as now —_— 
by the light of the facts I lay before you is to court de 
feat and humiliation.” I think it is impertinent tu say— 
because we do not do as he wishes—that we court — 
and humiliation. We can put up with defeat, but to oT 
us that we court humiliation, is rather too much. te 
venture to further submit, as | have done peor vA 
once already, that the time has arrived for —— 
with a view to an agreement.” Where before ~~ 
submitted any conference? Where has he ever to : y 
living soul opposed to his motions what it 1s he et 
Has this subject not been before us for ne ‘i 
Has he ever mooted one single objection of this 
either in the committee which enquired ante 
of a charter or the Council which passed it: ~~ in 
He doubtless refers to the request to Mr. Mu ite 4 
which he endeavoured to entrap that 
conference without saying what he would give yp na 
would take, how far he would go, or anything oane 
about it. Then further, “If the Council <r Low to 
reference to my protest, to furnish full pa prov 
Fellows and existing practitioners in a mauner P as 
” ak in the 
by the Privy Council, ete.” Does he spe 
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of the Privy Council of Great Britain? Does he promise 
that the Privy Council will do this? Has he been be- 
hind the scenes to know the Privy Council will do this if 
we agree! Has he the power simply to block the Charter 
and put the Council to expense for weeks and weeks, and 
then to suddenly withdraw if we agree to accept some 
compromise that he suggests? Oris it the Privy Council 

aking? The language is difficult to understand, but 
the offer is be carefully avoided. Then comes this, “ and 
will further undertake to reimburse” (the Council are 
to do this) “ out-of-pocket expenses to those who have 
up to the present time dissented from the Charter.” 
Sir Heury Simpson is the the only man, I should think, 
who has been put to any expense on the other side at 
present. He has gone out of his way to do so and he 
asks us, calmly, to reimburse his expenses for opposing 
us and putting us to the trouble he has done. “It may 
be said” continues this letter “of all the enquiries 
hitherto made, that they have been issued by partisans.” 
This is not the issue of a partisan, I take it! this is the 
issue of a man who is, for the good of the profession, 
appealing to the existing practitioner, and endeavouring 
to defame us in the eyes of the Privy Council. I say 
that no language is strong enough to express one’s feel- 
ings of the way this obstruction has been planned and 
carried out from beginning to end. Before [ sit down, I 
propose that as we are obliged to go on that we go on 
willingly; that we face this matter out to the end, and 
that we spend any amount of time and money 1n fighting 
it. We will not be dictated to, and we will not be mis- 
interpreted. I propose that we have a circular sent to 
every existing practitioner, giving him a copy of our pro- 
posed Charter and explaining all that we require. I propose 
also that to every Member of Parliament a copy be sent, 
s0 that we may enlighten those members who have been 
caught, and whose names we are not allowed to know. 
We have nothing to fear except the delay and the ex- 
pense. The more thoroughly our position is explained 
the better, and the greater will be our certainty of a 
charter that will do justice to the profession. 

Mr. Mutvey :—I have much pleasure in seconding Mr. 
Hunting’s proposition that circulars be drawn up and 
sent to the registered practitioners answering Sir Henry 
Simpson’s circular and pointing out how misleading it is ; 
and also that a circular be sent to the Members of both 
Houses of Parliament. Ihave drafted two circulars to 
that effect which I suggest should be sent out im- 
mediately. 

Mr. Huntivea:—Under these circumstances I will 
withdraw my suggestion in favour of Mr. Mulvey’s 
proposition. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—If these circulars are sent out 
the ~ a by Mr. Mulvey may I ask who will sign 

m 


Mr. Mutvey :—The Secretary on behalf of the Presi- 
dent and Council. 
Sir Henry Simpson :—The Secretary is one of tho 
oficers, Will the President sign it / 
The Prestpent:—Perhaps Mr. Thatcher will tell us 
Who will sign it. 
t. TaarcHer :—If the circulars go out from the 
ouncil the Secretary will sign them. He signs all 
lotices as the official Secretary. He is the man through 
vhom the communications are made. 
ir Henry Simpson :—If the circular is intended for 
¢ information of Members of Parliament, may I suggest 
that Mr, Mulvey should add the rules and regulations of 
bodies 
. MULVEY :-—Certainly not. No other body has 
anything to do with us. 
Sit Henry Simpson :—If you want to enlighten 600 
embers of Parliament on a matter which concerns this 
Profession you must show by comparison what your case 


point out that there is a phrase in these circulars which 
is not parliamentary. 
Mr. THatcuER :—No resolution has been passed upon 


resolution, or the proposal may be negatived. 

Sir Henry Simpson :--May I ask when my protest was 
sent down here from the Privy Council and whether any 
letter-was sent with it ? 

Mr. TuatcHer :—Yes, there was. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—Perhaps we had better have the 
letter read, 

The Secretary read the following letter :—“I am 
directed by the Lords of the Council to transmit to you 
for the remarks of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons the accompanying copy of a protest which has. 
been received at this office from Sir H. Simpson against 
the grant of the Supplemental Charter to the College.” 

Sir Henry Simpson :—Are there any other letters. 
referring to this matter! Because I think all the cor- 
respondence shvuld be read first of all. 

The Secretary :—That is all I have. 

The Presipent :—As we are on the subject of corre- 
spondence there is one remark I should like to make. 
You say here—“ I am aware that certain communications 
have been made to you by Members of Parliament and 
others regarding the Existing Practitioners of Veteri- 
nary Surgeons, which you will, I feel sure, desire to sub- 
mit to the Council.” That has been done. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—That is all right; but I did 
think it a little odd, when the Lord President of the 
Council and the Council themselves direct a communica- 
tion to be sent here that it was not read. I think you 
will say it was xn omission not to have it read. 

Mr. THatcHER :—It was an omission. 

Sir Henry “1mpson :—I quite accept that. 

Mr. Engar:—Might the Council hear the circular 
read. We have heard a good deal about it. 

The Secretary read the following circular addressed 
to the Existing Practitioners :— 


‘*Goxpon House, WInpsor, 
March 25th, 1892.. 
Sir, 

The Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons has presented 
a petition for a Supplemental Royal Charter. ; 

As it alters the arrangement made with you as Existing 
Practitioner of Veterinary Surgery by the Veterinary 
Surgeons’ Act, 1881, it is as well you should know what was. 
done then, and what is proposed now. : 

In 1881, you were placed upon the Register of Veterinary 
Surgeons, and the Council of the Royal College of Veteri- 
nary Surgeons was invested with power to strike your name 
off the Register for breaches of professional conduct, and to 
make regulations for your future professional conduct. 

I was engaged in promoting the Veterinary Surgeons’ 
Act; and Iand all others interested would have been very 
pleased, in the interests of Existing Practitioners, to have 
inserted a clause limiting the Council of Veterinary Sur- 
geons who had been a reasonable number of years in 
practice. 

The reason this was not done was, that a Charter had 
been obtained in 1876, by which no man could serve on the 
Council unless he was 26 years of age, and had been five 
years in practice, and had passed the Fellowship, 
Examination. 

This secured a fair tribunal for Existing Practitioners 
and justice has been done. 

Now it is proposed to lower the grade and age for mem- 
bership of the Council, and to allow young men of 21 years 
of age (or less if the Council alter a bye-law) to sit in judg- 
ment for Existing Practitioners, and remove their name 
from the Register. 

(I may here remark that in the Medical Profession no 
person can be elected to Council who is of less than 20 year’s 


standing in the profession). 
This is not all, for it is proposed to make new rules for 


- ore a vote is taken upon ,this I should like to 


your professional conduct, and these may prove harassing 


the subject yet. There may be some amendment or 
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and vexatious to youin your calling if not dealt with in, a 
forbearing spirit by men of long and varied experience in 
practice. 

If you desire to retain your position without molestation, 
kindly answer the enquiries on the enclosed card, and post 
to me at once, as there is not a moment to lose. 

The sum of £3,751 13s. was paid by Existing Practi- 
tioners in fees to the Royal College in 1882, and a large 
portion of that sum has been accumulating at interest since 
that date. ' 

Yours truly, 
HENRY SIMPSON.” 


The following letter was also read, addressed to the 
Fellows :— 


Dear Sir, 

You are no doubt aware that the Council of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons has presented a petition 
to Her Majesty in Council for a Supplemental Royal 
Charter. 

In this Charter it is sought to deprive the Fellows of 
the Royal College of some privileges held out to them 
when Members, by which they were induced by the pay- 
ment of fees, by study, and by the ordeal of an examina- 
tion to obtain this degree. 

May I request to be informed by you whether you 
acquiesce in this deprivation, and if you consider some 
step should be taken to represent the matter to Her 
Majesty’s Privy Council, with a view to some modifica- 
tion of the terms of the Charter. 

An early reply will much oblige, and your name will 
not be published without your sanction. 

Believe me, Dear Sir, 
Yours very faithfully, 
HENRY Simpson. 


Sim Henry Simpson:—There is also a postcard on 
which the questions are shown. 

Mr. James Simpson :—Is this clause in the Supple- 
mental Charter of 1876 confirmed by the Act of Parliament 
of 1881? 

Mr. Tuatcuer :—Yes, it is. 

Mr. JAMgEs Simrson :—I understand you to say that 
the Charter had followed the Act of Parliament. 

Mr. THatcuEr:—No. The operation of that clause 
followed the Act of Parliament. That clause did not 
come into operation until ten years after the passing of 
the Charter. 

Mr. Huntine :—I should like to ask the author of 
this circular two questions. First he says they are going 
to deprive the existing practitioners of “ some privileges.” 
Only one is mentioned, and I should like to know if the 
word “some” is a mistake. In the other circular there 
is a statement that they may be struck off the rolls “ for 
breaches of professional conduct.” I should like to ask 
whether that isa fair statement of the Act of Parliament, 
and whether that is not merely one of two or three much 
more important offences which are mentioned in the Act 
but not in the circular. 

Mr. Mutvey :—I have consulted with the President 
and Mr. Thatcher, and [ have decided to withdraw my 
resolution ; but, in lieu thereof I will move that a small 
Ccmmittee be appointed to draw up a circular to be 
issued to the registered practitioners, and to both Mem- 
bers of the Houses of Parliament. 

Mr. Fraser seconded the motion. 

Sin Henry Simpson :—Here is a letter from the Lords 
of the Privy Council requesting us to do something. 

Why do not we make our commeuts on this matter / 

Mr. Huntine: There is no need to do so, you decline 
to tell us what to comment upon. 

Sir Henry Simpson : I think it is as explicit as it can 
be. There is my protest, and you are requested to make 
your remarks upon it. After all, what are you driving 


at? If you carry this resolution you have notjanswered 
the Privy Council, if I may venture to say so. 

The Prestpent:--The solicitor tells me that the 
Privy Council will not receive an answer to this protest 
from us unless it is passed by the Council. Mr. Thatcher 
has drawn up a protest on our behalf which he will sub- 
mit to you. 

Mr. TxHatcuer then read the replies to the Privy 
Council which he had drafted for the consideration of the 
Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Mr. Mutvry :—The reply to the protest which our 
solicitor has drawn up very clearly and definitely answers 
that protest; and I therefore beg to propose that the 
reply, in the form in which it is drawn up, be sent in. 


The Prestpent: Mr. Thatcher says that this answer 
will require a little modification because it says there has 
only been one protest received, whereas, up to the 
present time, 23 protests have been sent in. 

Mr. TuHatcuer :—I think it would be as well to point 
out that those protests were received after the time 
specified in the advertisement. 

Mr. Mutvey : The announcement which was published 
in the Gazette gave a definite period during which 
petitions for or against the Charter might be sent in. 

Sir Henry Srwpeson :—It did nothing of the kind ; it 
said nothing about petitions. 

Mx. THatcHer :—The words in the advertisement are 
“ petition ”’ or “ objection.” Another alteration I should 
like to make in the draft is, to lay a little more stress 
upon the tribunal which was in existence at the time of 
the passing of the Act. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—Would it be too much to ask 
Mr. Thatcher to read the draft reply to the Privy Council 
again. There are two or three things I want to comment 
upon, and if it were read a second time I should know 
what to call attention to. 

Mr. Fraser:—I do not see any necessity to have the 
document read a second time. If Mr. Thatcher indicates 
to us the substance of auy modifications he suggests, 
would not that be sufficient / 

Str Henry Simpson :—If it is going down as the re- 
port of the Council there are two or three things to which 
I should take exception. For instance, it says some- 
thing about the members being deprived of valuable 
rights. 

Mr. Tuatcuer :--They say so in the petition. The 
valuable rights they say they were deprived of were the 
right to sit on the Council, and the right to act as 
examiners, 

The Prestoent :—I thought Sir Henry Simpson had 
come here in a conciliatory mood. je 

Str Hexry Srvpson : —I have come here in a concilia- 
tory mood. 

The Prestpent :—I do not think for one moment you 
would try to injure your own profession ; but, with 
reference to the proposed Charter I think thai the only 
rights it really interferes with are, the taking away of the 
exclusiveness of the choice of members of Council from 
the Fellows, and the little question of the age of mem- 
bers of Council to the existing practitioners. That is 
the only way in which it is suggested their position 18 
altered. If you agree otherwise, is it worth while to go 
on with your opposition ? I think it is a great pity we 
cannot come to some settlement because it only leads to 
disruption and ill-feeling, and people will talk onan 

Sik Henry Simpson :—Where do we say that rq 
members are deprived of valuable privileges in the pel 
tion. 

Mr. Tuarcuer :—It is defined at the end of Clears te 
paragraph 1. “ Great dissatisfaction has 
general body of the profession in consequence 0 mel pois 
of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons eons, 
ineligible to be elected as members of the Council. 
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Sir Henry Simpson :—Why not follow the reading of 
that! You say “ deprived of valuable privileges.” 

Mr. Mutvey :—It is a valuable mer ney 

Sir Henry Simpson :—After 1876 no one had the 

ivilege of being a member of Council unless he was a 
Fallow. It did not come into operation until 1876. 

The Prestrpent:—Mr. Thatcher will give us the 
modifications which he proposes to make, and then we 
can put it to the vote. 

Mr. THatcHER :—The modifications I propose are as 
follows: To insert a clause stating that, up to the date 
limited by the official advertisement for provests to be 
sent in only one was received, namely, that of Sir Henry 
Simpson, that since that date your petitioners are in- 
formed that twenty-three protests from Fellows of the 
Royal College have also been received up to this date 
and the Council object to these being considered on the 
ground that they were not sent in at the proper time. I 
also wish to be allowed to insert a clause to the effect 
that the persons eligible to compose the tribunal in exis- 
tence at the time of the passing of the Veterinary 
Surgeons’ Act 1881 were elected from the whole body of 
the profession. 

Sir Henry Srwpson :—Would you add up to 1886 ? 

Mr. THatcHeER: I have not defined my date. 

Sm Henry Simpson :—It was well known that that 
provision would come to an end in 1886. I had to fight 
this Act, and, if I had not fought hard for it, an amend- 
ment would have been put in tothe effect that they alone 
should be eligible. 

Mr. THatcHEeR :—I have no objection to insert a clause 
o— distinct attention to the 9th clause of the Charter 
of 1876. 

Six Henry Srmpson :—I think that should be done. 

The PrestpENT :—Do you consider that advisable ! 

Mr. THatcHER :—Yes. 

Mr. Mutvey : I beg to propose that the answer drawn 
up by our solicitor, with the modifications that he has 
now enumerated, be sent to the Privy Council as the 
answer of this Council to the protests of Sir Henry 
Simpson and others. 

Mr. Epcar seconded the motion. 

Sir Henry Stmpson :—Do you assert that the mem- 
bers were told in the petition that they were deprived of 
valuable rights? Is it not better to follow the reading 
of the Charter ? 

Mr. TuarcuEr :—I will say what those rights are. I 
have no objection. 

Mr. Mutvey :—Why not stick to the old reading ? 

Mr. Tuatcuer :—These are the words, “ None of them 
have claimed in any way for the return of fees paid on 
their Fellowship, unless Sir Henry Simpson's protest 
may be considered as a claim so far as he is individually 
concerned,” 

_ Sim Henry Simpson :—What is there to justify you 

Pa ta that? Tell me one word that says I want the 

a back. I have never suggested such athing. {f 1 

vai aed such a thing, I should hive said so 


Mr. THATCHER :—These are the words which led me to 
— something of the sort. I cannot understand them 
a other way. “I protest against any of the capital 
etint; £6,891 3s. contributed as per schedule annexed by 

ing practitioners and Fellows being applied here- 
mend the purpose of the said Royal College, either for 
oung a Supplemental Charter or for current 
benses ur for any other purpose (pending a decision on 
F Saree) than that of providing funds to enable the 
practitioners to take means to pro- 
an Henry Simpson :—Why do not you strike that 


Professo 


tion if we t Penserruy :—Will you give up your opposi- 


strike that out ? 


_ Str Henry Srvpson :—No; I merely suggest it. It 
is quite unnecessary. It is done for a purpose, and I 
daresay it will have the effect it is intended to have, I 
consider that it is a very improper thing to put in. 

Professor PENBERTHY :—I hold it is a matter of plead- 
ing. We have an individual standing up and protesting 
against the great majority of his profession, and I think 
we have every right to refer to him by his name and to 
bring the effect of what he is doing to its proper basis. I 
think myself that this should be upheld. 

Mr. James Stmpson:—Would the matter be met by 
asking Sir Henry Simpson whether his intention was to- 
ask the Privy Counci] to return him his fees? I am in 
favour of answering the Privy Council in the manner 
suggested by Mr. Thatcher, but I think it is advisable to- 
avoid personalities. 

The PREsIDENT :—Speaking for myself I think it is. 
rather invidious to make any personal references. 

Mr. Epa@ar :—I should like to ask Sir Henry Simpson 
if he is representing the Fellows by request in this 
matter, or whether he is taking up the matter as a 
personal one. 

The PrestpENnt :—In what way does Sir Henry Simpson 
think the rights of the existing practitioners are going 
to suffer? There has never been an instance of a man 
sitting on this Council under the age of twenty-six, that. 
is the only way it is suggested in which he can suffer. I 
really think we are splitting hairs in this matter. I will 
now put Mr. Mulvey’s motion, that the answer drafted 
by the Solicitor with the proposal modifications be sent 
to the Privy Council. 

The motion was then put and carried nem. con. 

Mr. Mutvey :—I beg to move that a small committee 
be appointed to draft circulars to be forwarded to the 
registered practitioners and the members of both Houses 
of Parliament. 

Mr. FRasER seconded the motion, which was carried 
nem, con, 

It was resolved that the Committee should consist of 
the following gentlemen :—The President, Prof. Penberthy 
Mr. Jas. Simpson, Mr. Hunting, and Mr. Mulvey. 

Sirk Henry Simpson :—I should have oeen happy to 
make a few remarks, but the statement which has been 
drawn up by the solicitor leaves very little for me to say. 
I strongly object to being deprived of heariug that docu- 
ment read a second time. There are several remarks and 
interpretations in it from which I entirely dissent, and of 
course I shall take care to represent my views of the 
subject. If you send to members of Parliament it is 
best to let them see both sides of the question ; and if 
you say what the practice is amongst other learned and 
professional bodies you give them an eg sige yd of 
judging the question. If you do not do that in all pro- 
bability your circular will find its way into the waste- 
paper basket. 

The Preswent :—You have not consulted those who 
propose to send in this circular, and it may be said, why 
then should they consult you. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—You must bear in mind that 
you have to deal with these twenty-three men. The 
are very strong, and have a respectable purse. I thin 
you ought to try and deal with those gentlemen who 
have taken so much trouble and mean to take further 
trouble in the matter. 

The Prestpent :—There is only one exclusive privilege 
that it is sought to deprive them of. It is simply this, 
shall a member be eligible to be a member of Council or 
not! How can you compromise that? — 

Sir Henry Simpson :—By atime limit. I stand here 
as the representative of these twenty-three gentlemen 
who from one cause or another are dissatisfied with the 
manner in which this Charter is drawn. They do not 
want to oppose the Charter, but they want certain modi- 


fications made in it. 
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The Prestwpent :—What you say about the time limit 
covers the ground of the objections made on the part of 
the Fellows and the existing practitioners. What is 
your time limit ? 

Sir Heyry Simpson :—Twenty-six years. 

The Prestpent :—That seems to be the whole bone of 
contention. 

Prof. Pensertny:—Are you the representative of 
those twenty-three men? 

Sir Henry Simpson :—I cannot be the representative 
of allofthem. But give them an opportunity of meeting 
here so that we can see exactly what they want. 

The Prestpent :—As far as I can make out the whole 
opposition rests on these five years, the difference between 
21 and 26. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—I should not say that entirely. 
There is the question of what is to be done with funds 
contributed by the Fellows. 

The Presipent :—'fhe solicitor has already told us 
that those funds go into the general fund of the College. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—I think a certain percentage of 
the funds ought to be set apart for scientific research, 
and that the Fellows alone should administer that fund. 

A voice: The Fellows would then have to employ the 
embers to do the research !) 

The Prestpent :—The whole difficulty appears to have 
resolved itself into a very simple affair. 

Sir Henry Simpson :—As regards the Existing Prac- 
titioners it resolves itself into the five years. 

The Prestpent:—If Sir Henry Simpson is here 
representing a party, and could tell us that all the op- 
position, so far as those twenty-three protestors are con- 
concerned, would cease, I think it would be our duty to 
meet their views as magnanimously as possible. 

Mr. TuatcuHER :—What do the Existing Practitioners 
want? Is it that there should be a time limit of five 
years--that nobody should be eligible to sit upon the 
Council unless he has been five years in the profession, 
and is 26 years of age? 

Sir Henry Simpson :—Yes. 

Mr. THatcuer :— What is it that the Fellows require? 

Sir Henry Simpson:—The Fellows want several 
things, but they do not want anything unreasonable. 
What they ask and what I have come here for to-day is 
to ask you to allow these 23 men to meet in this room 
and formulate their requirements. 

(A voice. They can do that whenever they like and 
let us know the result if they arrive at one.) 

The Presipent :—I am a Fellow, but I cannot see that 
I lose any privilege by the New Charter except that the 
Council must not be drawn from my own class exclusively. 
I have looked into the question, but I cannot see that 
the Fellows will lose anything else. 

Mr. Jas. F. Stimpson :—Is there any advantage in pro- 
longing this discussion / 

The Presipent :—I do not think there is. ‘he Privy 
Council have asked us to send an answer to this protest ; 
we have decided on our answer, and there the matter ends. 

The usual vote of thanks to the President for his con- 
duct in the chair terminated the business of the meeting. 


VETERINARY SOCIETIES. 


ROYAL VETERINARY COLLEGE V.M.A. 


The 163rd Ordinary General Meeting of the above 
Association was held in the Theatre of the College at 8 
.m. on Wednesday, March 16th, 1892. Mr. F. W. 
ritchard in the chair. 
Mr. Peele introduced a morbid specimen, showing 
fracture of the external small metacarpal b sne. 
Mr. Wild introduced specimen of a tumour from the 


mammary gland of a bitch, probably cancer. promising to 
exhibit microscopical sections, and give a full description 
at the next meeting. 

Mr. Hobday introduced specimens of calculi from the 
intestines of a horse; and also several foreign bodies 
taken from the rumen of a cow. 

Mr. Lamb then read an essay on “ Glanders.” 

The essayist divided his paper under the heads of 
cause, symptoms and pathology, diagnosis and treatment, 
The cause is solely the presence of the bacillus mallei, 
Mr. Lamb mentioned several experiments of Continental 
observers, and the various modes by which the infection 
may be spread, the latter being (according to Professor 
Robertson) contact, breath, coitus, suckling, food and 
water, and heredity ; especial stress being placed on the 
liability of the street drinking trough as a means of 
spreading it. He recommended that before giving an 
opinion on a suspicious case, inoculation should be 
practised and theresult carefully noted, guinea pigs being 
preferable according to Loffler, Nocard and others. 

Another method, advocated by Lustig, is to artifically 
fever the suspected horse by a large dose of physic; or, 
by Coguy’s method, to subcutaneously inject essence of 
turpentine ; and thus to put the animal’s body in such a 
condition that, if the virus be there, it will become 
developed. With regard to treatment, prompt isolation 
of suspected cases, and the stamping out method must be 
adopted, the affected premises thoroughly cleansed and 
disinfected, and the stable utensils burned. 

A discussion ensued, the action of the leucocytes on the 
bacilli being energetically brought forward by Messrs, 
Gilruth and Dollar, and opinions were expressed by the 
essayist and Mr. Stapley as to the presence or absence of 
giant cells in the glanders lesion. Votes of thanks to the 
essayist and chairman closed the proceedings. 

F. Hospay, Assist. Sec. 


EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


JHE TITLE « VETERINARY CHEMIST.” 


We reported a few weeks since, says J'he Chemist 
and Druggist of March 19th, a decision of the High 
Court of Justice, declaring the use of the description 
“Veterinary Forge ” by a person vot on the register 
of veterinary surgeons, to be an infringement of the 
privileges reserved by the Veterinary Surgeons Act, 
1881. In commenting on that juagment we indi- 
cated a suspicion that the Royal College of Veterin- 
ary Surgeons would follow up their victory by 
challenging the right of chemists to use the 
adjective “veterinary” in the description of their 
business. 

The authorities of the College have now actually 
put forward this claim. Mr. W. R. Sodom, 
Highbridge, Somerset, who describes himself on 4's 
notepaper and perhaps in other ways as “ — 
sing, agricultural, veterinary, and analytical chem! : 
(by pharmaceutical examination),” has sent ot 
correspondence which has passed between — 
and the secretary of the College on this a 
secretary on behalf of tie authorities of the College, 
informs him that his use of the word “ veterinary : 
in connection with his business is an infringemen 
of the Act, and, and he asks for an undertaking 
that it shall be discontinued, otherwise—e! 
With Mr. Hadwen’s consent we have 48 


secretary of the Cullege to submit to the Council our 
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roposal that this point shall be contested before the 
High Court on a “special case” to be drawn up by 
solicitors representing the College on the one side, 
and chemists on the other. Our proposition is tu be 
laid before the Council, and if it is accepted. the fair 
mindedness of the authorities will be beyond ques- 
tion. The point can hardly be satisfactorily de- 
termined if those who use the description are 
attacked one by one. _ It cannot be worth enongh to 
any individual to justify the risk of a lawsuit. But 
it isa matter of some importance to the trade as a 
hody to preserve the right hitherto unquestioned of 
using the word “ veterinary ” in such ways as shall 
not imply the possession of a veterinary surgeon’s 
qualification, but only to indicate the sale of horse 
and cattle medicines. 

If this right is to be maintained a fair number of 
chemists must support us. We ask for a prompt 
response from thuse interested, with definite 
promises of contributions of specified amounts to a 
guarantee fund, so that we may know what to do, 
and how far we may go. No chemist will make 
himself liable for more than he promises, and only 
toso much of that as may be his pro rata subscrip- 
tion, and no money at all will be asked for unless 
the case is actually contested. We start the sub- 
scription ourselves with ten guineas. 

The Chemist and Druggist refers to the subject 
again on March 26th as under : 

We explained last week that theauthorities of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons had informed 
a chemist who was describing himself as “ veterinary 
chemist ” that he must either undertake to abandon 
that form of description, or that they would take 
proceedings against him under the Veterinary 
Surgeons Act. 

We added that we had submitted to the College 
a proposal that the right of chemists to so describe 
themselves should be contested on a special case in 
the High Court, and we asked those members of the 
trade who felt any interest in retaining that right 
to manifest it by sending to us promises of contribu- 
tions to a guarantee fund to pay the necessary costs 
involved in such an argument, or, if it should be- 
come necessary, in assisting to defend a typical 
case. We have received the following promises, 
but for the moment only indicate the names of sub- 
seribers by initials, as the publication of their full | 
hames and addresses might only serve to assist the 
other side :— 


£. 8s. d. 

Proprietors of The Chemist and Druggist 1010 0 
100 
110 
F.B. W. 010 6 

ro 2 8 
AW.S 


| We thank the above correspondents who have 
"8 shown their interest in the question at issue ; 
t we need hardly point out that the response is of 
ROuse whatever. It may be that this second note 
may secure something like a sufficiency of promises, 
tif it should not have that effect we shall, of 


chemists interested to make the right worth fighting 
for, and we shall withdraw the proposal we had made 
to the College.” 

In continuation of the subject, in the issue of April 
2, we read: We have not yet heard from the Royal 
Collegeof Veterinary Surgeons respecting our proposal 
of submitting a special case to the High Court for a 
ruling on the question whether the use of the title 
“ Veterinary Chemist ” by chemists is an infringement 
of the Veterinary Surgeons Act. We announced last 
week promises to the amount of £18 6s, 6d. towards 
a guarantee fund to enable us to submit the chemists’ 
view of the question if the College should agree to 
our suggestion. Since then the following promises 
have been received :— 


£. 8. 
W. R. H. 5 0 0 
C. 8. R. 05 0 
T. B. A. 010 6 
010 6 
H. C., jun. 10 0 0 
A. H. (“ Wales”) additional contribution 1 0 0 


Our fund, therefore, now reaches £36 5s., which 
we need hardly say is still far below what may be 
necessary for the establishment of what we regard 
as a reasonable right. We can only estimate from 
these promises the amount of interest taken in this 
discussion, and if it be really the case that there are 
not twenty chemists who care a guinea about the 
title, it seems rather quixotic on our part to meddle 
in the matter. 


Lincolnshire V.M.A. 

At a Special Meeting of the above held at Gran- 
tham on Thursday last, March 31st, it was agreed 
to support Mr. Hartley, one of the Reform Candidates. 
James Situ, Hon. Sec. 


Horse Shoeing. 

The Worshipful Company of Farriers has arranged 
with Dr. Fleming, C.B., F.R.C.V.S. to give a course 
of technical lectures to Shoeing Smiths, on the prin- 
ciples and practice of Horse Shoeing. The Lectures 
will be delivered at the People’s Palace on Mondays 
April 25th, May 2nd, 9th and 16th; at the Poly- 
technic, Regent Street, on Wednesdays April 20th, 
and 27th, and May 11th and 18th; and at the Gold- 
smith’s Institute, New Cross, S.E., on Thursdays 
April 21st and 28th, and May 5th and 12th. 

These lectures will be free, and are given with 
the view of improving the art of ‘Horse Shoeing. 


Foot-and-Mouth Disease in Holland. 

In spite of the extremely stringent precautions which 
were taken by the Dutch Government, foot-and-mouth 
disease has appeared in Holland, in the province of 
Groningen. The Board of Agriculture recently prohibit- 
ed the importation of animals from Holland ; and have, 
as a precautionary measure, issued an order prohibiting 
the sending of live animals from the remaining European 
countries, from which they are still allowed to come. 


course, understand that there are not enough 
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Selling Diseased Meat: Heavy Penalties. 


William Anstey, Gorton Lane, Manchester, was sum- 
moned at the City Police Court for having in his possession 
‘a quantity of meat which was unfit for human food. Mr. 
Atkinson, market inspector, said he visited defendant’s 
shop on March 16, and there found three pieces of meat, 
weighing 26lbs. and 7lbs. of sausage, which were unfit for 
human food. The defendant was fined £5 and costs, or a 
month’s imprisonment. Richard Dobson, of Whalley 
Street, Church Lane, Gorton, and Robert Wigley, also of 
Gorton Lane, butcher, were charyed with a similar offence. 
Wigley did not respond to the summons, and a warrant was 
granted against him. On the evening of March 17 police 
constables Buckley and Critchlow saw the two defendants 
driving a trap along Ashton Old Road. Both men appeared 
to be drunk, and the constables stopped them. Wigley 
made his escape. In the trap was found a large quantity 
of diseased meat, which was soon afterwards destroyed. 
Dobson said he had nothing whatever to do with the affair, 
having simply been given a ride by Wigley. Mr. Faulkner, 
veterinary surgeon, who examined the meat, said that it 
was a blessing the diseased meat had been seized. Had it 
been eaten it might have done a great amount of mischief. 
Dobson was sent to prison for one month with hard labour. 
Manchester City News. 


THE PENDING ELECTION. 


As the election of Members of Council will take place 
within the next few days I shall be glad if you will give 
me space to call the attention of your readers to the 
-critical position of our proposed Charter. A few of the 
Fellows have lodged protests with the Privy Council in 
opposition to our petition, and have asked to be heard. 

One of the Fellows appears as a champion of injured 
innocence for the Registered Practitioners, and asserts 
that the Charter, if granted, will deprive them of certain 
rights and privileges, but this is only a repetition of the 
old tale of the monkey who used the cat to pull the 
chestnuts out of the fire, the result being that the cat got 
burnt and the, monkey obtained the chestnuts ; and so 
with the present outcry, the registered practitioner will 
get nothing, the few Fellows will try to retain the mono- 
poly of every office of honour and emolument which our 
profession has to offer, and which, if the Charter passes, 
will be free and-open to every member of the body cor- 
porate. Iftherefore any of those who have opposed our 
efforts to obtain the Charter are returned to the Council 
it will show to the Privy Council that we as a profession 
are either apathetic on the subject, and therefore deserve 
to continue in bondage ; or that we hug our chains, and 
therefore deserve to have them rivetted. I feel certain 
that the men who last year ousted the opponents of the 
Charter will speak and vote with no uncertain sound. 

Our cry again this year must be the Charter, the 
whole Charter, and nothing but the Charter. To carry 
this effectually we must vote as one man for those who 
have pledged themselves to this end, viz. :— 


FRasER 
HEDLEY HARTLEY 
SIMPson MERRICK 
DonaLp 


I am, yours &c., 
W. J. Mutvey. 


A “CRUELTY” PROSECUTION. 
Sr, 
l send you particulars of a case which has some in- 
terest for the veterinary profession. 
On Monday April 4th, at the Manchester City Police 


Court, the owner of a horse appeared to answer a charge 
of cruelty preferred against him by the Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals under the following 
circumstances. His horse was suffering from a disease 
of ahind fvot, ‘ quittor’ ; and had been operated on by a 
Mr. Haslam, Veterinary Surgeon, at whose infirmary the 
horse had remained for a few days subsequently. Mr, 
Haslam considering the horse fit to walk home wrote the 
owner to this effect. The horse left the infirmary on 
Sunday April 3rd, a day later than was intended, and was 
in process of being gently led home when an inspector of 
the above society seized the animal, took it to the city 
pound and instituted the proceedings for cruelty. 

The inspector in his evidence deposed to noticing the 
above horse being led along the street on Sunday the 
3rd April, that it was lame, and that it hada bandage 
around one hind foot. The youth in charge told him 
who was owner, where he was takingit from, and where 
he was taking it to. The inspector considered the dis- 
tance two miles. 

Mr. Haslam, Veterinary Surgeon, stated in his evidence 
that the horse was suffering from ‘quittor’ affecting a 
hind foot, that the horse had been operated on by himself 
at his infirmary, and that the horse had stayed there 
until he had considered it fit to travel home. The post 
card to the owner asking the latter to send for the horse 
was here put in evidence. 

Mr. Haslam continuing, stated that he was aware 
of the lameness, that the horse wa’ going home for rest 
and treatment, and that he still considered it fit to travel. 

Mr. Wolstenholme, Veterinary Surgeon, stated that in 
his opinion the horse was fit to walk home, and that it wes 
in no sense an act of cruelty. The case was dismissed. 

Yours, etc., ! 


PARTURIENT APOPLEXY AFTER ABORTION. 


Dear Sir, 
I attended a cow on the 19th inst. that had aborted on 


the day previous, she was not due to calve until July. 
When I arrived she was down, and exhibiting symptoms 
of parturient apoplexy. She was made to rise, and did 
so with difficulty, but reeled about the box and almost 
immediately fell down again. The owner informed me 
she had always been a bad milker. The chlor. hyd. treat- 
ment was adopted, in 30 hours she got up, and has now 
quite recovered, after being most of that time in a sem! 
comatose condition. 

The peculiarities of this case are, I think, the cow 
having the disease after abortion, and likewise being 4 
bad milker. 

if you think the above worthy of note, you might give 
it a place in your next issue. ’. 

Yours faithfully, “ 


—— 


Communications, Books, AND PaPERS RECEIVED 
H. Simpson, Messrs. J. Vonald, J. G. Elliott, T. G. 


Fletcher, ‘‘ The North Star” (Yorks.) Berliner Thier- 
artzliche Wochenschrift.” 


i one 
Original articles and reports should be written on 
side a of the paper, and authenticated by the nasmes sat 
addresses of the writers, not necessarily for publica 


We shall be obliged by early intelligence oe —_ 
worth bringing under the notice of the — ens ’ 
thankful to any friends who may send us cut? 
local papers, containing facts of interest. usin 

Will Subscribers please notify the Pa a in 
of not receiving ‘‘ The Record.” Notice of eral 
or change of address should also be sent to ya — 
Messrs H. & W. Brown, 20 Fulham Road, ’ 
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